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Pasadena, California

Before:  CANBY, RAWLINSON and N.R. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Appellants Le Hua Wu and Khang Nguyen challenge the district court’s

denial of their motion to suppress evidence obtained through several wiretaps, and

the district court’s denial of their request for an evidentiary hearing pursuant to

Franks v. Delaware, 438 U.S. 154 (1978). 

The district court properly denied Appellants’ motion to suppress, as the

wiretap affidavits provided the requisite full and complete statement that

alternative “investigative techniques were exhausted before the wiretap order was

sought or that such methods reasonably appeared unlikely to succeed or too

dangerous.”  United States v. Rivera, 527 F.3d 891, 898 (9th Cir. 2008) (citation

omitted).  

The district court correctly denied Appellants’ request for a Franks hearing,

as Appellants failed to demonstrate “that the wiretap application[s] contained false

statements or material omissions[.]”  United States v. Lococo, 514 F.3d 860, 864

(9th Cir. 2008), as amended (citation omitted).

AFFIRMED.


